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CHESS MATCH. 



To Mr. Staunton^ Editor of tlie CJiess Playeri 

Chromcle. 

Sir, — ^The following observations, which T trust will be 
read by yourself and others in the same spirit in which they 
are written, would not have been made but from a deference 
to truth, honesty, and fair dealing; and from a sense of duty 
to many, who, whether right or wrong, consider themselves 
not to have been well treated by you* 

In the month of December last Mr. Bies had, at an enor- 
mous expense, completed his magniiiciont chess saloon— 
perhaps the largest, most costly, and best appointed of any 
in Europe — when it was thought right by those for whose 
comfort and accommodation he haa incurred considerable 
outlay, to celebrate the event by an exhibition of skill in 
that noble game, to the praetice of which the structure was 
especially dedicated, and aecordinglj a matoh was proposed 
between Mr. Lowe and younel£ 

A more than usual interest was excited in the minds of 
those who knew but little of the game, from the circum- 
stance of your having won a match against Mous. St. 
Amant, and having completely prostrated Captain Kennedy 
and others, as also from the extravagant manner in which 
some person, or persons, had been in the liabit ol writing m 
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the Chess Players' Chronicle concerning your powers— a 
course which, while it had the effect of raising you, as a 
chess play er» to an undue importance in the minds of the ill 

informed, was much censured by the judicious, who con- 
sidered such puerile exhibitions as coming either directly 
from yourself, or, at all events, with your sanction. 

Preliminaries having been arranged, the match cuin- 
menced — expectation was on tiptoe — the greatest excitement 
prevailed— crowds flocked to the Chess Saloou, some for 
improvement in the science of their noble pastime, others 
from curiosity, and all with a belief that the terms oi* the 
match would have been fairly and honourably carried out. 
The sequel will be best understood fircm the following cor- 
respondence : — 

To the Editor of the Morning FosL 

^Btp,'-«'The recent chess match between Mr. Staunton 

and Mr. Lowe at the odds of pawn and two (given by Mr. 
Staunton) having been concluded in favour of Mr. Lowe, 
who out of seven games won four, two being drawn and one 
won by Mr. Staunton, 1 take the pieaaure, as an old amateur 
of the truly noble game, to forward you the last two games, 
neither of which baa been made public. Those of your 
readen who may choose to study all the games of this 
interesting littk match will be well repaid for their at* 
tention. 

^*The result has proved that Mr. Staunton, although 

never in stronger play, and having won at the same odds 
against Mr. Harrwitz, Captain Kennedy, Mr. Mongredien, 
and other celebrated players, lias oa the present occasion 
been overmatched. 

I have the honour to be, Sir, 

Your very obedient servant, 

"Thomas BEiMn*. 
''Dyer's Hall, CoUegcstreet, Dowgate-hill, Aug. 12.'' 

The games referred to are theii given, but without note or 
comment, with the view of enabhng competent chess players 
to form an unbiassed opinion as to their merits. 

This letter it seems excited the ire of Captain liennedy, 
President of the Brighton Chess Club, and accordingly in 
the Mormfiff Postf of the 8ist September, 1848, we find the 
following letter from the gallant captain 

To the £€Utor of the Momh^ Fogt. 

"Sir, — In your journal of to-day I observe a letter signed 
* Thomas, Beeby,' respecting the late chess match between 
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Mr. StennAoii wd Mr. Lowe, the oonoludiog par^pnqi^b of 
which runs thiiaxr^* The miik has proved that Mr. SiauntoDy 
al&oiigh neiver in 8l7ong|er play, «ia baviog won at the same 
odds against Mr. Harrwtte, Captain Buennedy, Mr. Mongre- 

dieii, and other celebrated players, has, on the present 
occasion, been overmatched.* 

** The inference desired to be drawn from this statement 
is, I suppose, that Mr. Lowe, having won a match at the P 
and two of Mr. Staunton, who, in his turn, has won of 
Messrs. Harrwitz, Mongredien, and myself^ at the same odds, 
is a superior chess player to those two gentlemen aa well aa 
to miyseUl I am not aware what Mr. Lowe*s aohievements 
have been with Messrs. Harrwits and Mongredien, but within 
the last two years he has played three distinct matches with 
me, all of which he lost, and in two of them did not win a 
single game. 

" Moreover, I believe it to be a pleasant delusion {m^nth 
grcttisshnus error) on the part of Mr, Lowe and his f vie nda 
to suppose that Mr. Staunton is unable to yield him the odds 
of the P and two moves. Mr. Beeby has, to my thinking, 
committed a singohr mistake in telling us that Mh Staimton 
^nevev was in stronger play* than when be contested this 
match. It was commonly remarked amongst those who 
witnessed the fight, and the games themsetves bear oat flie 
assertion, that Mr. Staunton on this occasion played loosely, 
and considerably below his ordinary pitch ; one reason for 
which was that for nearly eighteen months previously, he had 
not undertaken a single serious game, and consequently was 
somewhat rusty from want of practice. Had Mr. Staunton 
fought the match in question in the same trenchant £isbion 
as he did former engagements with Mr. Harrwitz and myself, 
I make bold to asseverate that Mr. Lowe must have been 
routed, horse, foot, and artillery; and, in the event of 
another match taking place between the same parties, I 
shall be happy to back this opinion to any reasonable extent. 

" Ti usLing that you will give a corner iu your journal to 
the above remarks, 

** I am. Sir, your obedient servant, 

'*H. A. Kkknedv. 
Chess Club, Pier £splanade, Brighton, Sep. 16.^' 

To this the Morning Post of the 30th September, 184^^, 
gave the following reply:— 

To Caj^am Kennedy ^ President qf the :£$ighion Chesi 

Cluby Brighton. 

"8l»,— Through the kindaebs of the Morumg Foal^ I J;) 

" B 2 
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most eamtMj protest agitiiisl the sufypoditton in your letter 
wliich appeared in that paper of the 2l8t instant, that the 
eorollaryy intended to be deduced from mine, which appeared 
in the eame paper of the 16th instant, had any reference to 
the relatiye capabilities of Mr. Lowe, Mr. Mongredien, or 

Jourself, as chess players, all of whom were spokea of, and 
believe truly so, as being 'celebrated.' 

In the C/iCss riauers Chronicle (edited by Mr. Staunton, 
vol. viii., page 407) I find the following announcement, 
which, however (parentheticaliy), contains niore of truth 
than grammar :— 

Chxss MATCH.--*-The attention of our metropolitan ama- 
teurs hace been agreeably excited during the past few days 
by the progress of a little contest got up to commemorate the 
opening of Mr. Bies^s magnificent chess saloon, between Mr. 
Staunton and Mr. Lowe, long and favourably known to the 
frequenters of tlie Uivuuas a player of unquestionable talent. 
The ienns of the match were simply that seven games sliouid 
be played, in each of which Mr. Staunton should give the 
odds of the pawn and two moves, and that the winner of the 
majority should be declared the conqueror. 

Subjoined are the tmo first games played,*^ which are 
then given* 

The seven games referred to have been played, of whicbt 
I repeat, Mr. Staunton won one, two were drawn, and four 

were won by Mr. Lowe ; of such games, five have been given 
to the world through the Chess Playey^s' Chronicle^ with 
Mr. Staunton's own notes. Of these hve, the first was won 
by Mr. Staunton; the second and fourth by Mr, Liowe; 
while the third and fifth were drawn. ' 

As an old subscriber to the Chess BioLyers' Chronicle, I 
fully expected from Mr. Staunton*s own announcement that 
he would have favoured myself, and his other patrons, by a 
continuation of that * agreeable excitement/ which the con- 
test was well calculated to afford, by publishing the remaining 
games, and the more so, as Mr. Staunton had laid a wager on 
himself to an amount by no means incoiisiderable, having 
regard to his circumstances. Finding, however, such games 
suppressed, I considered myself justified, and as performing 
an act of kindness to the chess community, in avaiimg my- 
self of the kindness of the Mormng Post in making them 
public — not with the miserable view of inflating one man or 
of deteriorating anotberi but with the object of gratifying 
that reasonable curiosity which Mr. Staunton himself had 
created, and of giving chess players an opportunity of form* 
ing their own opinion as to the merits of liie games. 
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Whether I am mistaken in my judgment that Mr. Staun- 
ton never was in stronger play than in his match with Mr. 
Lowe is a question to be decided by those who are disinte- 
rested, and capable of tormina: an opinion, and not by on(» 
like vourself, evidently wounded ruid niortified by defeat. 1 
find, however, among Mr. Staunton's own notes to the very 
first game the following observations :— 

**The moves on each side here are the result of profound 
examinatioii oi'the position, and the porpose of each should 
be attentively considered by the student/* 

Again, At this point the game is exti^mely complicated, 
and the slightest error of either party wonld be irreparable." 

Again, The teraiination oi' ilua game is especially inter- 
esting and instructive." 

*' Now really. Captain Kennedy, these are odd observa- 
tions tor a rusty chess player, but are reasonable enough for 
a player, who next to Mr. Walker and Mr. Lewis, is consi- 
dered the best chess writer in Great Britain — for a player 
who is ooutiQually analysing games, and criticising the style 
of such men as Heydebrand, Bledow, and Buckie ; for a 
man who makes the study of our noble game his * early me- 
ditation and his last at even.* 

Let it also be remembered that these games were in- 
tended for publication by Mr. Staunton, and * for the atten- 
tive consideration of the cliess student* ; it is, therefore, a 
revolting absurdity to assert want of preparation or of prac- 
tice on the part of Mr. Staunton — neither was the match 
pressed into a short space of time, many weeks having 
elapsed between several of the games, during which time 
Mr. Staunton had an opportunity of studying his opponent's 
style, and of which he most industriously availed himself. 
Neither were the games played quickly over the board, the 
shortest of the seven uccupyiug Liuxe hours, aud the longest 
rather more than Jive. 

** You, therefore, clearly perceive that, whatever may bo 
your notion of Mr. Staunton's play, he himself considers the 
play on either side ' profound,' * worthy of the attentive con- 
sideration of the student,' and ^ as interesting and instruc- 
tive,' and consequently not ^ loose or below bis usual force,' 
as you affirm. 

Again, you speak of Mr. Staunton as not having under- 
taken a ^serious game for eighteen previous months.' Now, 
Captain Kennedy, this assertion sliows great folly on your 
part. What do you mean by a aerious garnet Surely not a 

game allee ting life or liberty! If, hy srr ions c^amo, you 
mean a game played with care^ caution, and great deiibura- 
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timf and in wfaU^b Mt* BkmttteialB fomeiM iusiiUies were 
excited to, the iiftm09t, dien I deny the aocuraey of your 
statement. If, however, you mean simply that Mr. Staunton 
had not played for a heavy stake, lor eighteen moiiths, your 
assertion may be true, and in which sense I sincerely hope 
that neither Mr. Staunton nor any other chess player will 
ever degrade the noble exercise by playing a ' serious game.' 

Diifering from you as to the streogth of plajr exhibited 
by Mr. Staunton, it is satisfactory for me to kix>w that my 
opinion has respectable authority— 4he man who, by bis 
genhu, bis done mibre for chess than any one since the days 
of Philidor (excepting De la Bonrdonnais and M*DonHel>-» 
whose brilliant invention, for a time, staggered the faculties 
of the greatest players in Europe, and \\ hich is, even at this 
time, the subject of deep meditation (need I say, 1 can only 
rc'fer to Capt. Evans, the inventor of the 'Evans's Gambit') 
18 of the same opimou as myself in regard to the games ia 
question. 

The opinion (or to use your own unhappy phrase) the 
asseverations, of either you or myself as to what Mr. Staun- 
ton might do on a future occasion should have little weiglit 
as to the merits of the games already played, and is a mere 
speculation, in which any one may safely indulge, seeing that 
no one kuows better than yourself that Mr. Staunton is much 
too wary and judicious — too sensitive as to his reputation as 
a chess player (as evinced by his suppression of the two games 
^vhich he lost) — to risk another contest, even if his opponent 
ielt so disposed. Neither do I blame Mr. Staunton for his 
determination, jealous as he must be of his well established 
reputation. 

Of Mr. Staunton, as a chess j^layer, I am prond, and 
took more than ordinary interest m nis matches with Mr. 

Cochrane and Mons. St. Araant; and do believe that at this 

time (rusty though you may think him) he is one of the 
strongest players in Europe. 

"But why, Captain Kennedy, do you suppose that I meant 
to assert Mr. Lowe as a superior chess player to yourself, 
Mr. Harrwitz, or Mr. Mongredien ? As au old chess player 
yott ought to know, that, it is not because M. Stannton has 
beaten yourself, and the other gentlemen, at pawn and two, 
and has in bis turn been beaten at those odds by Mr. Lowe, 
that Mr. Lowe is, therefore, a stronger player than those 
vanquished by Mr. Staunton. The game of pawn and two is 
one of great peculiarity, and, odd as it may seem to those 
unacquainted with chess, Mr. Staunton can give the pawn 
and twjo with gceiuber ease ^hm pawn aud move^ as witum 
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his contest with Mr. Harrwitz, who lost to Mr. Staunton at 
pawn and two. and won at pawn and move. Neither was this 
considered anomalous in the chess world. The only logical 
deduction which a chess player of your standing would be 
justified in drawing from my observation would be that Mr* 
Staunton was less able to give the pawn and two to Mr* 
Lowe than to yourself and brothers in defeat; an opinicHi 
which I believe to be sound. 

*^ I would by no means attempt to institute a comparison 
between the style of play of Mr. Lowe and yourself, but was 
in truth so much struck at the account given by you of your 
achievements, as to be forcibly renunded of Shakspere's fat 
knight, and to imagine that you must have lor a moment 
deserted our common tutelary deity, and have liberally sacri* 
ficed at the altar of the * rosy god*' 

" When did you and Mr. Lowe ever play a single serioos 

Sme (using the phrase in its rational sense) f Tl»t yon and 
r. Lowe have played a great number of games is pexfectly 
true, the great majority of which, however, you lost. The 
games between you, and Mr, Lowe were mutually designed 
as mere pastime, and can therefore aOord no test of your 
capabilities, and were not, like the games of Mr. Staunton 
and Mr. Lowe, nitended as * instruction for the student,* and 
were what, in chess parlance, is termed ' skettling games.' 

Friends of mine have repeatedly seen you and Mr. 
Lowe over the board for an entire evening, on some of which 
occasions every game has been won by you, while at other 
times precisely the reverse has taken place ; for inatancC) of 
the last six games played by you with Mr. Lowe, you never 
won one. By some fatality, however, it so happens that the 
games which you lose to Mr. Lowe and others are seldom 
given to the public, while those which you win, find an un- 
due share of publicity ; as, for instance, of the only four 
games played by you with Mr. Harrwitz, and of which you 
lost three, only one was given to the world, namely, the one 
you gained. 

Of Mr« Lowe I know very little. He has the reputation 
of being, as represented by Mr. Staunton, ^ a player ofm^- 
quesikmabh ialefU^^ and a very respectable, quiet, modest 
person * and in this latter respect presenting a pleasing con- 
trast to the inflation and gascouadc in which some chess 
players are wont to iiidulge. 

•* I never will lend myself to the degradation of a noble 
game, nor condescend to back one of its professors as I 
would a race horse. Mr. Lowe is a professional player, and 
oBght not to be expected to sacri Ace bis tine and his talents 
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gratuitously. Now, for the purpose of affording both you 
and hiia an opportunity of giving specimens of your respec- 
tive styles of play, I shall feel great pleasure in offering Mr. 
Lowe an engagement, at my own e*rpc?ise, to play you a 
match of twenty-five games; such games to be publislied 
without note or comment, but upoa the express undersl^aad-* 
ing that, whatever may be the result, we hear nofhiug of 
indigestion, headache, indisposition, want of preparation, 
rust, or any other excuse, however ingenious, as palliative 
of defeat 

am, Sir, yours truly, 

" In the bonds of chess fraternity, 

*' Thomas Besbt 
Dyers' Hall, College, Sept 23, 1848/' 

To this letter a rejoinder was given by the Captain, in 

the Morning Foai of the 3rd October, 1848, of which the 
following is a copy : — 

To Thomas Beeiy, Esq., Dyer's HaU CoUege, London. 

**Sr,— -I could easily refute the various misrepresentations 
contained in your letter, addressed to me in the Morning 
Post of to-day, but the tone and style which you have 
adopted render it impossible for me to enter into any corres- 
pondence with you on the subject to which it rela:es. 

" With respect to your challenge on behalf of Mr, Lowe^ 
I accept it without hesitation ; and beg to inform you tiiat 
the Honorary Secretai^ to the Brighton Chess Club will 
plaae himself in immediate communication with you, for the 
purpose of arranging the preliminaries of the match you 
propose. 

** I am, Sir, your most obedient servant, 

H. A Kennedy. 

Chess Club, Pier Esplanade, Brighton, Sept. 30, 1848*'' 

Pursuant to the intimation in the above letter, an an- 
nouncement was raadc to myself by Mr. Turner, the 
Secretary to the Brighton Chess Club, in the following 
letter, dated October 2, 1848 

Sir,<^I beg to introduce myself to you as the Honorary 
Secretary of the Brighton Chess Club ; and in consequence 

of a challenge which appeared in your letter in this day's 
Morning Fosty on the part of Mr. Lowe, I am requested by 
Captain Kennedy at once to respond to it. Captain Kennedy 
is most ready to play a match of twenty-one games (that is, 
the winner ot the hrst eleven to be declared the victor) with 
Mr* Lowe for my siake iltat you may name. I shall be 
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happy to arrange the terms with you, and will endeavour to 
me6t your views as far as possible ; but there is one point 
on wnich I must insist, namely, that half the games be 

gayed at the Brighton Chess Club, and half at the St« 
eoTge% or Lon&n Chess Clab : this* you will admit, is 
Imt fth* to lioth parties. If, however, Mr. Lowe will play 
the whole of the games here. Captain Kennedy will readily 
pay his expences. Will you be good enough to let me 
kno\v your wishes as to the terms of the match, and also ihe 
stake you propose to play for ¥* 

To this letter, on the 5th October, 1848, this reply was 

given : — 

Sir,— I must take fhe liberty of expressing my surprise 
at the statement, in your letter to myself of the 2nd instant, 
that I had given a challenge to Captain Kennedy an the pari 
of Mr. Lowe, than which nothing can be ftaruier from the 

truth, inasmuch as my letters in the Morning Post were 
written without the knowledge or privity of Mr. Lowe, and 
solely on account of the breach of faith committed by the 
Editor of the Chess Players' Chronicle in suppressing those 
games which he promised myself and his other patrons to 
give to the world, but which promise he failed to keep. 

On reference to my letter in the Morning Post of the 
30th ult, you will find these worc^ : — * Now» for the pur* 
pose of affording both jovl and him (Mr. Lowe) an op* 
povtnnity of giving specimens of your respective styles of 
play, I shall feel great pleasure in offering Mr, Lowe an 
engagement at my own expense to play you a match,' &c. 
&c. Now, this you will perceive is very different from 
giving a challenge on the part of Mr. Lowe, who was as 
innocent as unweaned infancy, of the contents of the letter 
from which I have abstracted, before its appearance in 
print, and between whom and myself there has not been the 
slightest communication in reference to his match with Mr. 
Staunton. 

You again ask me the stake to be played for ; here I must 

also complain of your not having read the letter to which 
you make reference, and in which you will find this state- 
ment: — *I never will lend myself to the degradation of a 
noble game, nor condescend to back one of its professors as 
T would a race horse.' Wagers may be applicable enough 
ibr race horses and prize fighters, but, in my opinion (by no 
means singular in this respect) ought not to be made in re-^ 
ference to such men njsve la Sourdannais^' M^Dcmet^ 
Wst^BSTf and chess players, generally; whom IbUieve to be. 
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with few exceptions, men of high honour, of refined taste, 
and cultivated minds. 

" In other respects, T consider your propositions very 
fair, and such as 1 shall do ail in my power to meet, by 
offering Mr. Lowe tmh ierms as I coosiaer reasonable, and 
which, I trust, he will not hesitate to aecept; the resuU of 
which offer shall be coouminioated to you without vnoeofts- 
sBiy delay. I am, &e. fce., 

^'Thomas Bsbbt, 

Dyer's Hall, October 5, 184^ 
To James Turner, Esq.'* 

On the 6th October, 1848, the following letter was sent 
by myself to Mr. Lowe 

Sir, — You have, no doubt, read the letter from myself 
to Captain Kennedy, which appeared in the Morning Post 
of til e 30th ult., having reference to the suppression by the 
Editor of the Chess Flayers' Chronicle of certain games lost 
by him to yourself in the late match r and which suppression, 
as you must know, had been the subject of severe comment 
by those who never would have purchased the Chronicle but 
for the promise made by Mr. otauntbn of publishing the 
games, which promise he has not only failed to keep, but 
has even withheld the slightest allusion as to the result of 
the match, whicii, as is now well known, through the kind- 
ness of the Alormng Post, ended in his defeat, 

Yuii will also perceive that, in the letter referred to, I 
promised to oiler you an engagement to play a match with 
Captain Kennedy, which promise has, by an egregious 
blimder on the part of the Captain, been construed into a 
challenge on ffour part. How such a notion could have 
entered into Uie mind of any intelligent person I am at a 
loss to imagine. 

I have, however, endeavoured to set the matter right 
in a letter addressed by myself, yesterday, to Mr. Turner* 
Secretary of the Brighton Chess Club, of which letter I send 
you a copy ; as, ako, a copy of the letter ironi the Secretary 
to myself, and to which mine was a reply. I trust you will 
have no objection to favour the public, by playing the pro- 
posed match, tor the purpose of carry ing out which I enclose 
£iO, begging you to let me know what amount you consider 
reasonable for your expenses at Brighton, &c., should you 
please to play either the whole or only a portion of the 
mateb there» which amount shell be at your immediate 
disposal." 

On the evening ol the 7lh October^ 1848, the foUowing 
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answer, addressed to myself, was given by Mr. Lowe ; who, 
it should be observed, is a foreiguer, aad uot very well 
acquainted with our language ;— 

8ir,«-«I received your letter, vith £10 enclosed ; I have 
the pleasure to koow Captain Kennedy many years, and I 
am Mrry my name has been used, as I wish to be on friendly 
terms with every one. I do not know that there is anjrthing 

but what is true in your letter of the Mornmg FosL of the 
30th September, but Mr. Staunton is sure to write about me 
every week. If Mr. Staunton likes to leave out games which 
he lost, it is nothing to me ; I am not ambitious. Relative 
to the proposed match between me and Captain Kennedy, 
the Captain knows it is impossible for me to spare time to 
play eleven games at Brighton ; and when the Captain should 
come to town, yon can depend upon it, I shall play him 
under any proposition he may make. 

** I do not wish to offend any one, and do not send back 
the money, because I do not think it enough ; but I wish 
you had not mentioned my name." 

On the morning of the 9th October, 1848, 1 received the 
following effusion from the before mentioned Mr. Turner :~ 

**Sir, — I wrote to you a letter, couched in the most 
polite and courteous terms it was possible to use, and I care- 
fully avoided making any allusion to the offensive expressions 
contained in your published letter to Captain Kennedy. In 
the very opemng paragraph of your reply, you dare to assert 
that nothing can be further from the truth than what I 
wrote. Thinking it impossible that any one moving in the 
society of gentlemen could write in such terms, I have made 
inquiry, and find that you have assumed a position to which 
you are in no way entitled ; that Mr. Lowe repudiates the 
language you have published to the world, and has expressed 
his regret that you have used his name in the way yow have. 
There is also very little doubt but that the words ' at my 
own expense,' which you * italicised,' were mere bluster. 
For my own part, I am more than sony— I am ashamed — 
that I addressed you at all, and I desire you will not write 
to me a^ain on the subject of the match, or any other sub- 
ject, as ]t is not my intention to hold any ftirther commimi- 
cation with you. 

"In conclusion, I have only to express a hope that those 
gentlemen, whom you havp so shamefiftlly traduced, will not 
allow the matter to rest" 

And thua ends that eorrespondenoe on- wbieh I am How 
about to offer a few comments; previously, however, to 

0 
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doing which, I solicit attention to the following extract ftoOk 
the lUuairated London Nem of the 7th October, 1B48 : — 

** *Philo-Che8S.' — You are quite safe in predicting that, 
' now-a-day6,' the attempt to elevate the player in question 
above the rank he is justly entitled to must signally fail. To 
say nothing of his own countryman, Mr. Harrwita, who has 
oB&sed to play him for a large stake, giving him the Pawn 
and move, Mr. Lowe is, unquestionably, imerior in know- 
ledge of tfae openings, in fertility of resonroe, and depth of 
eombiiiation, to the great bodv of English players, including 
•Captain Kennedy, Captain Evans, Mr* £. Williams, Mr. 
3loiigre(iien, Mr. Spreckley, Mr. Brown, Mr. Tuckett, &c., 
to whom Mr. Staunton gives the odds of the i^awu and two 
moves." 

I shall take the liber^ of assuming this extract as being 
your production, from the circumstance, of the belief, that 
Tou are employed by that journal, being universal ; and (as I 
nave understood) unhesitatingly admitted by youtself. 

Kow, to proceed seriatim. Is there a single statement in 
the letter of the Mommg Post of the 30th September, 1848, 
-which is not correct? 

Imprimis, are the two notable extracts in that letter (taken 
from the Chess Players' Chronicle), misrepresentations? — 
Secondly, is it a misrepresentation that the seven games 
were played ? Is it a misrepresentation that you lost the 
match ? — that of such seven |pttnes, you won OM, drew Mo, 
and lost >%m*?*-*Thirdlv, is it a misrepresentation, that im- 
mediately on winning thejffrs/and only game in the match, 
you promised to give the remaining games to the world, and 
thereby induced many persons to purchase the Chess Players* 
Ciiroiiicle? — And is it a misrepresentation, that notwith- 
standing such promise, you broke faith with the public? 
Listen to my evidence on this point — Vide Che9$ Plajfers' 
Chronide^ voL 8, jpage 412. 

*^The first part of the new volume will be published on 
the 31st January next, 1848, and will contain, m addaUm io 
other interesting mattery the games in the mateh between 
Messrs. Staunton and Lorve ; a paper by Heydebrandt der 
Laza/' kc, kc. 

Now, Mr. Staunton, editor of the Chess Players' Chront- 
clej England's unvanquished champion, (for so yon eitherterrn 
yourself, or are termed, in the April number of your own 
Chronicle, for the present Tear, page 122), have I so far 
stated &cts ? , I have quotea your own language — my infer- 
ence may be wrong, but to my plain, prosaic understanding, 
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you. liaT0 not only not well tieated the public, but have 
^ven juBt cause for indignant complaint-*let the world 
judge between us. Yon nuide a clear, distinct, unequivoeal 
promUe to publish the games of the matob, and excepting 

tor the most cogent reasons, had no right to violate such pro- 
mise — to \vrite about giving only those games which you 
might please to consider " worth anything," is a mere equi« 
vocation. Why not have published 'mh^y won the match. 
If, really, you thought the games not worth publishing, why 
not so have stated, and openly admitted thai you had been 
beaten. K<(Mf announced the match in your own Chronicle. 
How do ym know how many pefsons, like yourself^ might 
hare betied on the rssnltf ana where would such penons 
look so naturally for the event, as in that periodical which 
ushered in the announcement of the contebl, aud promised 
to puhlish the games of the match ? 

So far as in you lay, you concealed not merely the games, 
but even the result of the match, 

Mr. Staunton, you will observe, there is not^one of the 
foregoing assertions, but what is capable of the i^rictest proof 
^-*-tfaat you attached vast impmtance to the matob, is evi- 
dent from the gigantic efforts which you made to win. A 
poxtfam of the match was played m artmiktovMch tmo 

admUiedy ksl your attenikm Bhmld he dwifvuU 
ed; you betied on the result; notwithstanding all of which, 
you endeavoured to conceal the event, simply, as I believe, 
because you did not wish the public to &id out that you 
had been beaten. 

iiely on it, the public wiU not be so treated with impunity. 
Instead of makinff a candid acknowledgment of being Ofer- 
matched, you make petty attacks on ^Ir. Lowe. 

The extract from the libi^mted Lmukm Nem is about 
aa good a speehnen of the pioff indireet as ever I remember 
to have reaa, and with a very little more practice, especially 
if you will but keep a poet, you will most assuredly, ere long, 
leave at an immeasurable distance, Professor Morrison, Drs. 
Eadv, Parr, and the whole tribe of brother Gascons. 

Iwr, Lowe is, it soems, much inferior to the gentlemen to 
whom you have referred m the Illustrated London JM^ewB ; 
granted, for argument sake. What is Mr. Lowe {te judice) 
Mr. Staunton ? lonff and fai^ourably known to the fri^aenU 
en ^the Cigar Dwm^ as a player ofumnmtkmms takni^ 
(and the Cigar Divan you have sj^oken of as being die resort 
of the most eminent metropolitan players). Now, this 
player of unquestloHuhle talent, lonyand faeourahly laiawn^ 
18 decidedly inferior to the several gontlemeu mentioned in 
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the Illustrated London News — ^here we have Mr. Lctwe, the 
pkyer of %mq%te$iknable talenU the pomHoe d^ree^ then 
come the gentlemen alluded to, muiA supetior to 4he player 
of unque^tUmabk Udemi^ in the ecmparatkoe d^ee; end 
who are they? men to whom you give the pawn and two. 
Now, I should like some adequate form of speech to express 
the superlative — who is he? Mr. Staunton, editor of the 
Chess Flayers' Chronicle, England's unmuquisJiedcham' 
pion.^* Siipeiiatim Staunton.'* 

N ow, truly, this seU-glorification is verj ridiculous— you 
beat Mr. Moiigredien and the other gentleman named, and 
straightway bedaub them with the most offensive flattery-— 
the aet however is insidious ; the majority of those genue- 
men are men of a high order of iotelteeti and by no meaos 
weak enonffh to be duped— they perceive the snake's eyes 
glistening beneath the grass, and see that by your efiforts to 
elevate them, your real object is to inflate yourself. 

The fcict is, no sane man places the slightest reliance on 
what tails from you, as a matter of opinion, because the man 
so eaten up by self-conceit, whose notions of himself are so 
exaggerated, camiot be a sate guide as to the capacity of 
others. 

ThatMr« Lowe is inferior to those gentlemen to whom he 
is compared, all of whom (with whom he has played) he has 
beaten, you will find it difficttlt to make the world believe. 
It lies not in your little quill either to add to, or to detract 

from, the merits of your own player of unqiiestionahlc ta- 
lent.'' To be continuously praised by you, is a proclamation 
of having been beaten by you — while to be the object of 
your attacks, is a proof of having beaten you. If the opi- 
nion m the Illustrated London News were correct, it would 
come with an ill grace from a beaten man ; it is bad in taste 
—it is bad in argument— it shows the rancour of a little 
mind, the ebullition of a low nature. 

The man who has been admitted by favour into a cirde, 
which bestows on him a patronizing, condescending notice, 
should show his gratitude, not by an imitation of outward 
condition — not by endeavouring to ape a social status, but 
by strenuous endeavoiU's to rival his patrons in honour, — in 
delicacy of seotiment— in refinement of taste — in extent of 
acquirements. 

What could be a stronger proof of a little, narrow, per« 
verted mind than (in givins an answer to an alleged corres- 
pondent) to attack a man (by whom you had been beaten^) 
There are many persons who art by no means satisfiedi but 
that the oocreBpoadent and respondent are one and the aamci 



and L ooaletft^ I am myidf imwh faMlltirt to thnt nr^r of 
thinking. Tlui oondiict ia a Tety iingraloAd 'Nfttirn for tlie 
patronage which htm been bestomiA upon you, and which 
conduct, if continued, may induce y out* patrons seriously to 
consider whether their countenance should not be entirely 
withdrawn. 

That you are not, to a certain extent, worthy of the patron- 
age which has been be&towed, I am not disposed to deny ; 
but I am equally satisfied that you are attemptmg to shoot 
iipw«rd8y by a foreign force, more than by your own lirnig 
power— 011 opinion wfaich I poesew in ooromon intfa a most 
judictoiM observer^ whose name you ham introchicecl in flie 
lUustrated LondmNems^ as a superior chess^phyer to Mr. 
Lowe, but who most honourably admits having been beaten 
by him. 

I would now for a moment, draw attention to the letter of 
the worthy President of the Brighton Chess Chib, which ap- 
peared in the Mornmg Post, of the 21st Sept. 1848. This 
gentkmaa ia not, like yourself, a proftseional chess-man, but 
an amateur ; he it appears has lost a considerable number of 
gamee to Mr. Lowe^ which games, by some means, (his oppo* 
nent not being an ambltiouB man) the Captain contrives' to 
bury uithe grave of oblivion. The gaUsEUt Captain, however, 
occasionally wins, and those games, like the solitary game 
won of Mr. Harrwitz, are sure to possess a visrorous vitality. 
The philosopher of old, leaping out of his bath, exclaiming, 
•'eureka, eureka, " never exhibited more of delight than the 
gallant captain on winning a game of chess — hence hia an- 
noyance at having any reference made as to lus numerous 
fiulures. 

The worthy presidenti wounded by my truthful represen. 
tations, asade a spasmodic effort to write something in reply, 
which effort showed, that like Othello, •' rude in speech, 
and little blest with the set phrase of peace," the captain was 
also by no means a clear-headed individual, otherwise he 
would not have arrived at the conclusion that I had made a 
challenge on the part of Mr, Lowe, or that my letter could 
have any other reference to the relative ciiess capacities of 
himself and Mr. Lowe, than that you could give the captivhi) 
the pawn and two, whereu you could not, as has* beov 
clearly shown, give those odds to JMr. Lowe. • ^. 

You and I know fhll well, th|it chess-playeis cannot be. 
judged by tbe rule of propOf(iie»'-«»'f<ir «xample, M*D«m<- 
nell could give the rook to a player to whom De la Bourden- 
nais could only give the knight. Does it therefore follow, 
that MDonnel wa^ a stronger player than his great rival ? — 

c 2 
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Certainly not. The only inference ift^kat the oae could 
give the oddi better than the otbet « I was nrach eupriecd 
at the orw ignoraiioe of the oepliiii on a sabjieot on which, 
tm a veteran cheM*player, he ought to have beea faster 

informed. 

There is one point, however, on which I should wish parti- 
cularly to do myself' justice. The captain is said to have a 
wounded spirit, in consequence of supposing, that I made 
allusion to his habits ; most unequivocally do I here pro- 
claim that nothing has been, or i« further &om my intention 
than to treat the Captain otherwise tfaan as a man of honour 
and a gentleman, or of making the slightest imputation upon 
his temperance— the only language wmcb, perlu^ps, the cap- 
tain can understand as explanatory of my allusion is, that his 
epistle was not dictated by absolute wisdom ; but I would 
here remind the captain, that he himself tried to be witty, and 
indulged in a great deal of ponderous levity — let him not 
forget Ids own reference to what he was pleased to call the 
pleasant delusion "—my singular mistake^* — ^your " rust ** 
—his own horse, fboty and artillery'^ — his boldness to 
OBSCoeraiei^ and having so done, let him ask himself 
whether my joke (perhaps somewhat dumsy) ought not to be 
afforded some extenuation. 

The gallant captain, however, if like Achilles, he can fight 
like a lion, can also run like a hare. The worthy president 
flies from the discussion, when forthwith appears a luckless 
wiglit yclept Turner. 

Tiie contents of this man's first letter gave me much sur- 
prise— I could not understand it. I had made no oiFer on 
" the part of' Mr. Lowe to play a match with Captain Ken- 
nedy. I had merely stated that I would offer Mr. Lowe an 
engagements which, of course he was at liberty either to ac- 
cept or to reject; but with Mr. Lowe I had no communica- 
tion on the subject. I was not in any manner authorized by 
him to use his name, which nevermeless I had a perfect 
right to do. 

Supposing, Mr. Staunton, I choose to correspond with Mr. 
Kiesieritzki, or any other celebrated player, and to state that 
I would oiler you anens^agement to play him a match, would 
you for one moment assert that I iiad made a match on your 
behalf? I am quite sure that every man of ordinary iutelii- 
gence must see that nothing could be further from the truth 
than that . I had made an offer on the poart of Mr, Lowe, who 
even regretted the use of his name, not choosing to be the 
target for your hebdomodal pop-guns, nor the suGgeet of ob- 
servation by your shadowy correspondents. 
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g ro c eediag in tlliepenuKloMiii:l0ttflfv I becflmestiU more 
muprised at vcfinmoe being made to the «tftke, to be played 

for — cuid this, notwithstanding, that I had^ in the most pointed 
manner, denounced the practice of betting on chess-players, 
knowine^ full well that those who are the most ready to lay 
wagecs, are not always equally disposed, whea losers, to pay. 

" Palmam qui memit, frnt/* 

The eaptun is, I have been informed^ an arch wag in his 

own peculiar way; but upon the perusal of this epistle I 
began to nnagine there was something most profound in the 
worthy president — something lying considerably beneath the 
surface — something, which mortal man had never previously 
becTi able to discover, and that my notion of the gallant cap- 
tain, as a clever man, was owing to my stupidity, mnot bein£ 
able to find out his recondite qualities. But I also considered 
the captain revengeful ; the anger of Achilles was not more 
femorseless than that of the President of the Brighton Chess 
Club— he runs firom me himself like a stricken deer, when 
in his stead appears an enchanted hero, upon whom mortal 
weapons have no influence. 

To reason with such a man as Turner, is hke stabbing at 
water — like cudgelling a woolsack; such a man must be 
cured, not by observation, but by physic. I nevertheless 
endeavoured to dwarf myself to the measure of his capacity, 
by writing in such a manner that no one not worthy of being 
an inmate of a lunatic asylum could escape my meaning; 
this attempt however failed, — Turner was impervious to 
reason. Hy endeavour to do violence to my nature, in at- 
tempting to descend to the level of this man's understand- 
ing was ungratefully responded to in the letter dated the 7th 
October, ]8 l8. 

This letter, it will be observed, exhibits a good deal of 
sulphureous humour; — let us for one moment see its con- 
vergence. 

I am told that I dared to assert, that nothing could be fur- 
ther from the truth than that I had made a challenge on tlie 
pott of Mr. Lome — say so stilL I have proved, as clearly 
i» that the three interior angles of a triangle are equal to two 
rigtht angles, what indeed required no proof to any other 
being than James Turner, that I had maile no challenge on 
tlie part o/yiw Lowe. I snjiplied language clear and explicit 
— I was not bound to supply Mr. Turner with understand- 
ing. Whatever want of courtesy, however, T mav have 
exhibited in my vain attempt to enlighten the ignorance of 
Mr* Turner, I am glad to find I am not wholly without antho- 
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rity. A public Jdnnial of the tnost extensive circulation, 
condoeted with great alHlitjr, on the idth October^ 1848, in 
commenting upon the observations of a noble» kanied, sAd 
eminent individual, made this remark, Mm ail ikmj hegT' 

ing Jus Lordship* s pardon, is ^ fudge* from beginning to 
end — there is not a7i atom of truth in it.** Now, had I used 
such language in respect ot James Turner (which I should 
have been juBtified in doing) what volcanic heroism would 
not have been exhibited? — in what belhcose expressions 
would not his bursting heart have indulged ? 

Again, my o£fer of an engagement to Mr. Lowe at my own 
expense is spoken of as bluster. What are the facts?— A 
sum of money which I considered reasonable, had been ac^ 
iualBig adtaneed to Mr. Lowe, with an offer of a further 
advance for whatever he might consider reasonable for his 
expenses at Brighton — so much for this generous surmise. 

There is also a sapient observation as to my status. I had, 
forsooth, assumed a position to which I was not entitled. 
Now, what position had I assumed? T had indeed spoken 
of myself as oeing one of your patrons, and which was per- 
fectly true. I had assumed, and still do assume the privi- 
lege of defending the public against fraud— of exposing 
meanness and cunniu{^--of reducing chess-players to their 
proper level, and to this privilege I shall still lay claim, de** 

Kite the sage observations of such a man as Mr. James 
imer. Sliould the allusion have reference to my position 
in the social scale, or to moral worth, even at the liazard of 
being deemed guilty of au egotistic vaunt, I w ould remark, 
that I much doubt whether the Captain, his very mtelligent 
scribe, or yourself, would gain by the comparison. The 
reference, however, is vijicrous. Before attempting to com- 
plain of the mere stile of language. Turner should have 
addressed himself to the matter of the letter, and have made 
an honourable avowal of his incorrieible stupidity. The 
language most of all applicable to such a man is that of a 
celebrated deceased orator, To do a reptile^s work this 
man has shrunk into a reptile's dimensions ; and so shrunk, 
the only way to assail him is to tread upon him." 

It is also stated that I had ventured to use the name of Mr. 
Lowe without his consent, to this I plead guilty. I had an 
unquestionable right so to do. T had stated that my motive 
was not to inflate one man, nor to depress another — that I 
was acting independently, and in concert with no one, and 
neither Mr. Turner, the captaiu, nor yourself, had any right 
to assume otherwise. 
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Mr. Turner lastly breAtbes an aspiration, that those gentle* 
mea who had beea ao ahamefiilly traduced vould not allow 
thecaatterto rest. 

Now, Mr. Staunton, whom had I traduced— had I traduced 

yon ?— You could not expect me to make myself ridiculous 
by speaking of you as a man evincing much culture. Had I 
traduced the worthy |)j esident 1? — I had merely referred to 
hira as not being a man of high order of intellect, which he 
himself had clearly shown. Had I traduced Mr. Mongre- 
dieOy Mr. Buckle, Captain Evans? Where are those men to 
be found whom I baa so ah^mefully traduced ? Echo, in- 
deed, may well answer, where ? 

I do really regret the exhibitions which the gallant Captain 
and his lieutenant have made — ^if those two gentlemen are 
fair specimens of the mind of the Brighton Chess Club, of 
what a coruscation of iutellect, of what a galaxy of genius 
must that body be composed? — and how honoured must 
Brighton be by the possession of such a unique body. Greece, 
with her seven sages, would severely suffer by the com- 
parison. 

A word or two, Mr. Staunton, on parting. I have spoken 
to you in language, mild, comj^ared with that which I might 
have justifiably used— appreciate the fiurbearance— do not 
by unseemly exhibitions give me occasion to speak more 
plainly, but ponder well on the remarks which I have made* 
Remember, that if your faculties were ten times as powerful 
as they are, they would be adorned by modesty, and, on the 
other hand, obscured by arrogance and boastful pretensions; 
and that while you are endeavouring to lay the foundation 
for an enduring reputation as a chess-player, it is no less 
your duty to lay the foundation of your character as a man 
deep in the principles of honour, rectitude, and eternal truth. 
—Yours, more in sorrow than in anger, 

THOMAS BEEBY. 
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FIRST GAME. 



Lowe. 
L KP2 
2, Q P2 
a, Q B P 2 
Q P 1 
QKt B3 
K B Q3 
KKtK2 



6. 

9. 



Staunton. 
Remove K B P 
K P 1 
Q B P2 
Q P 1 
K B K2 
KB KB3 



K Kt K 2 
K Kt K B 4 K P advances 
K Kt K R 5 K Kt K Kt a 
KL Castles Castles 
LL KB P2 P X P 

12. KKtxP BQ5 + 

13. K to corner K Kt K 4 

14. KBK2 QRPl(a) 
1^ Q B Q 2 Q Kt P 1 (b) 
IfLQK QRQR2 
IZ. Q K Kt3 Q R KB2 



KR P2 
12. K R P 1 
2(L Q R K 
2L Q KtQ 
22. Q Kt P 1 



2G. 

21. 
28. 
22. 
30. 

aL 

32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 
46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 



Lowe* 
QXB 

Kt K Q (g) 

R X R 
B X Q 
K KR2 
K K Kt 3 



Staunton. 

Q Kt Q 2 (0 
RX R + 
Q X R + (b) 
R X B + 
B Kt8 + 
B K B 7+ 



KKR 2(i)QKtKB3(k) 



KKtPl 
Q X Kt (1) 
K K R 3 
B X Kt 
KtQBZ. 



Q Kt Kt 5 + 

KtX Q + 
KtK6 
B X B 
B Q5 



KtxRP(m)RQR8 



KKKt4 
KtQ B7 
Kt Q Kt 5 
KKB5 
K K6 

KtX P 
KX B 
KP 1 
PK6 

R K7 

K K8 



R X R F 
R Q Kt7 
B K4 

R X Q Kt P 
R X K Kt P 
B X Kt 
Q Kt P I 
Q Kt P to 7 
P Qftleens 
Q Q Kt 2 + 
R Q R 6 wins (n) 



Q R KB3 
Q K 
QB Q2 
QKt PI 
Q Kt P advances 

23. QKtKB2 Q KB 2(c) 

24. Q KtK R3K R P 1 (d) 

25. Q K R2(e) Q B X Kt. 

(a) Otherwise Lowe wins a Pawn by Q Kt Q Kt 5. 

(b) In order to bring round Queen*s Rook. 

(c) The game is difficult for both. Lowe did not make the most of 
his opening; but appears to play best ki crowded positions. Both 
men here are doing all they know. 

(d) Essential to keep Kt off. 

(e) Crafty preparation for K Kt P 2. 

(f ) We cannot understand why this Knight took 26 moves to come 
out. Surely he could have been in the field earlier. 

(g) Premature, however tempting. Should reserve this, and move 
K Kt P 2. 

(h) Very well played. 

(i) Better K K B 4. 

(k) It is the foreseeing of this move, as part of the coup, which made 
Staunton's 28th move so good. 

(1) Forced move. 

(m) This cavalier fights well to the last ; but cannot hope to win 
against Rook and Bishop. 

(n) Wins the first game, and curious enough, the first game only. 
We shall find Mr. Lowe, far from being discouraged, coming out with 
fresh and increased powers under defeat. 
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Second game 
glyiog Pawn and 

Lowe. 
L K P2 

2. QP 2 

3. Q B P 2 

4. QP I 

5. K B Q3 

6. KB P2. 

2. QB P X P 
8. Q Kt B 3 
K Kt B 3 
10. Castles 
LL KRP 1 

12. QX B 

13. KKtP2(b) 

14. Q R P2 

15. QBQ2 

16. QK2 
VL K K Kt 2 
IS. Q R K 
la. Q Kt Q 

20. QBX P 
2L Q Kt K3 

22. Q Q B 2 

23. K B K 2 

24. P X P (e) 
2^ KKR2 
26. Q R Q (g) 
22, KRKKt (h) 
^B X B 

2Sl Q B K B 



of match between 
two moves. 

Staunton. 
Remove K B P 
K P I 
QB P2 
Q P 1 
KB K2 

K P X P 
QQB2(a) 

QR PI 
Q B Kt5 
QKtQ2 
B X Kt 
K Kt B 3 
K RP 1 
Castles Q R 
Q R K B 
K Kt P 2 
K Kt K R 2 
K B KB 3(c) 

P X P 
K Kt Kt 4 
K Kt K B 2 
K R P 1 
Q Kt K 4 (d) 
QR+(f) 
KB KR 5 
K Q Kt 
K B K Kt 4 
KtX B 
Q home (i) 



Lowe and Staunton; the latter 



3a 

3L 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 
46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 
51. 
52. 
53. 
54. 
55. 
56. 
57. 



Lowe. 
KtKB5 
P KR4 

R X R + 
RK Kt 
QQB3 
R K Kt6 
R K Kt5 



Staunton. 
QKB3 
K Kt K B 2 

R X R 
R KR 

K Kt K R a 
Q K B 
Q K B 3 



KKKt3(k)R K B 



Q K 3 
KtX Kt 
KKR3 
PX Kt 
K R P 1 
K K R4 
QK Kt3 
KBKB3 
KKR5 
K Kt P 1 
Q Kt P 1 
K RP 1 
B KKt4 
B K B5 
QKB4 
K KKt5 
K K Kt4 
BK4 
K K Kt3 
Q X R wins 



Q Kt KB 2Q) 
QX Kt 
Kt X R + (m) 
Q K Kt2 
Q K Kt 3 
Q KB2 
Q K 2 (c) 
K Q B 2 
R K R 
Q KB3 
RK 

Q K Kt 2 
R X K P 
R K4 

R X Q P (n) 

Q K B (o) 
Q K Kt 2 (p) 
QQ2 + 
U K 4 (q) 



(a) Qneen plays no great figure on this square. 

(b) Adverse Q B being gone, and adverse Queen being out of play, 
this seems a good manoeuvre. 

(c) A very weak move. 

(d) Plays all abroad, thus to lose KRP. 

(e) Simple and correct. Who regards such a check as he can give ? 

(f ) The only end of this check is to move your King just where he 
wants to go. 

(g) Better go to Q B, threatening Q Kt P 2. 

(h) Having two Pawns, exchanges, if safe, suit your book. 

(i) Queen has been all along out of play, and suddenly seems to re- 
collect she is alive. 

(k) Very exactly calculated. 

(1) Has no good move on the field. 

(m) But how does he propose arresting your two Pawns afterwards ? 
(n) We cannot make out why Lowe gave up these Pawns, 
(o) A bad move. , 
(p) Fatal ; but nothing could save game, 
(q) Rook being en prise, has no better move. 



* 
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Game three of match between Lowe and Staunton ; tlie latter giving 
K B P and two moyes. 

Lowe. 

28. Q R Q 

29. Kt Q B 3 
30. 
31. 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 



Lowe. 

K P 2 
Q P 2 
Q B P2 
Q P 1 



QBPxPQKtK2 
Q B K Kt 5 Q P 1 



1. 

2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 
6. 

7. KB P 2 

8. QtKtB3 

9. QQ2 

10. K B Q 3 

11. P X P 

12. Castles 

13. Q R K 

14. Q B X B 



Staunton. 

Remove K B P 
K P 1 

Q Kt B3 

P X P 



15. B K Kt6+K Q 



QQ Kt3 
QBQ2 

PX QP 
Q Kt K B 4 
BR2 

KR P 1 
QKtXQB 



16. B K B 7 

17. KKtB3 

18. K Q Kt 

19. B K 6 

20. Q Q 3 

21. Q Kt K 



Q ii Q B 
KKtB3 
KRKB 
Q Kt K B 4 
K Kt Kt 5 
K Kt K 6 



22. B X Q Kt Kt Q B 5 



23. Q Q Kt 3 

24. Q X Q + 

25. K Kt Q 4 

26. Kt X B 

27. K Kt P 1 



B X B 

KL X Q 
K Q 2 
R X Kt 
R X Q P (a) 



Q H 4 
K R Q 
Q U P 2 
K Kt P 1 
P K B 5 
QKtPl 

36. K Q Kt 2 

37. KEQ2 
38 

39. Q Ki P 1 

40. K Q Kt 3 

41. K K Q 2 

42. Kt X Q P 

43. R X Kt + 

44. R X R + 

45. BQKt5 

46. K Q B 2 

47. K Q 2 

48. K Q B 2 
19. K Q Kt 2 

50. R X P 

51. K Q B 3 

52. K Q 3 

53. K K 2 



Staunton. 
Q R K(b) 
K R K B 4 
B 3 
1 

P 2 
K B 2 
K 4 
K2 



K Q 

Q P 

QR 
KR 

Q R 
KR 



QR K8 
KR K4 

KRQB2 KQ2 

Kt Q B 5 4- 
Kt K 6 
P X P 
Kt X Kt 
R X It 
R Q B 3 
RK6 + 
RQB6 + 
R Q Kt 6 
11 Q B 6 + 
K K K 6 

R X P + 

K K Kt 7 
1l K Ki ti-f- 
ii Q K 6 (bj 



Oi 



(a) Lowe could not save this Pawn. His error has been opening his 
game too much, by advancing centre Pawns bo freely. The parties are 
now eonal in foice ; Mr. Stannton with rather the better situation. 

(b) setter change Rooks. 

(c) The same moves were here repeated in several different furmsy 
and it was at last dismissed as a drawn game ; neither party choosing 

to change his tactics. 

Fourth game of match at Pawn and two, between Messrs. Lowe* 
and StaiiTitoTi : the latter giving the odds named. Of the seven games 
composing the match, Mr. Lowe won four, drew two, and lost one. 



Lowe. 
L K P 2 

2. P 2 

3. Q B P 2 

4. K B Q 3 

5. Q Kt B 3 



Staimton. 
Remove K B 
K P 1 
Q B P 1 
KBKt5 + 
KKt K2 



Lowe. Staunton. 

17. K B X Kt B X B 

18. KtKKt3Cc)Q Q 3 



6. QKR5+PKKt3 

7. Q K R 4 (a) Q P 2 



8. K Kt K 2 

9. Castles. 

10. Q B K R 6 

11. Q B P X P 

12. P X B 

13. K P X P 



Castles 
QB P 1 
K R K B 2 
B X Kt 

K P X P 
QBPXP 



14. Q B P 1 (b) Q Kt Q 2 

15. Q X Q P Q Kt K B B 3 

16. QBKKt5KKtKB4 



19. Kt X B 

20. B X Kt 

21. QB PI 

22. Q R Q 

23. P Q 6 

24. K R K 

25. P X P (e) 

26. Q P 1 



PXKt 
RXB 

Q home 
Q R Q B 
K R KB2 
Q Kt P 1 (d) 
Q X Q Kt P 
Q R Q 



27. K R K 8 + K R covert 



28. 
29. 
30. 
31. 
32. 



QQ5+ KKKt2 
RK7+ KKB 
KRKB7RXB 
QXR QKKt3 
Q K 7, wins 
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(a) Rather play her to R (L 

(b) We presume Mr. Staunton did not sec this move when he played 
his last. 

(c) Cleverly devised. 

(d) At once losing the game ; but playing anything else, he has little 
chance. Throughout this game Mr. Lowe has never relaxed his strong 
hold. 

(e) Waste of time. Could smash him by pushing Queen's Pawn, 
but is in no hurry. Winning is pleasant employment. 



Fifth game of match between Staunton and Lowe ; the former 
giving Pawn and two moves. Remove his K B P at starting. 



Lowe. 
L K P2 

2. Q P2 

3. Q P 1 

4. K B P 2 

5. K P 1 

6. Q B P2 

7. K Kt B 3 

8. Q Kt B 3 
Q Kt K 4 

X QPXKPC 

11. P X Q P 

12. K Kt Kt 5 
la. KB K2 

14, Kt X B 
1^ Q Q5 

Ifi. QX Q 
LL Kt K Kt 3 

15. KQ 
19. K B K B 3 
2a Q B Q 2 
2L KQB2 

22, P X B 

23, P K Kt 4 

24, KQ3 

25, Q Kt P 2 

26, Q R P2 



Staunton. 

QKtB3 
Kt K4 
Q Kt K B 2 
K P I 
K B Q B 4 
K Kt R3 
Q P 1 

K B Q Kt 3 

a)Q B X P 
P X P 
Q K2 
Castles K R 
QX Kt 
Q R K 

RX Q 
K R K (b) 
K B K B7 
QRK2(c) 
Q R P 1 (d) 
B X Kt 
K Kt K B 4 
KtQ5 + 
Kt K3 
K R P 1 
K KB 



28, 
29, 
30. 
3L 
32. 
33. 
34. 
35. 
36. 
37. 
38. 
39. 
40. 
41. 
42. 
43. 
44. 
45. 
46. 
47. 
48. 
49. 
50. 
51. 
52. 



Lowe. 

P K Kt3 
Q R K 

QB X P 
KQB2 

RX R 
QBx Kt 
B Q4 
RK Kt 
K B P I 
QR P 1 
B QB3 
R Q Kt (i) 



Staunton. 
Q R P 1 (e) 

P X P 
Kt Q B 4 + 
Q R K6(f) 
RX R 
R X KB 
R X K Kt P 
R K B6 
Kt Q 

Kt Q B 3 (g) 
K K B 2ih) 
Kt Q 



B Q Kt6(k)K K2 
BxKKtPRKB5 



KQ Kt3 
B X R P 
B KB8 
P K B 6 
P QB5 
B X P 
K QB4 
B KZ 
RX Kt + 
P KB 7 
P Queens 
BXR 



R X K Kt P 

KQ2 

RQ^j 
K Q B 2 

PX P 
RQ4 
R Q8 
Kt Q B3, 

KX R 
RKB8 

RX Q 

QKt Pldraw(J) 



(a) Bad play ; getting out your adversary's pieces^ and leaving your 
Q B P a clog to impede your own Black. 

(b) Kt K Kt 5 is justly suggested in Chess Players* Chronicle as 
better play. In fact Lowe neglected the opening throughout this 
game, and even between even players ought now to lose from position. 
What is your surplus Pawn, weighed against your two blockcd-up 
Rooks ? 

r 

(c) The check of Rook at K 8 should be well weighed here. 

(d) This, and Mr. S.'s last move, are feebly played. 

(e) Very well played. 

(f ) This move is also well taken by Staunton. 
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(g) Bad move ; not seeing till too late that he should play R Q R 6, 
If you answered with R Q R, he then attacks K Kt P, and changes 
Rooks if you return R K Kt. Finally, he then brings out Knight 
forcing a Pawn. This has been correctly noticed in a contemporary 
Chess publication. 

(h) Staunton has lost all hold on his opponent ; and the game is 
now in favour of Lowe. The present move is weak as water ; indeed 
it probably should cost the game. 

(i) When Staunton made his last move, we wonder he should have 
overlooked this obvious attack. 

(k) Blunder. Would win by taking Q Kt P with R, and then ad- 
vancing Q R P. 

(1) He is luckily able to draw now; and so gets well out of the 
scrape into which he had fallen. Bishop and Rook's Pawn cannot 
win, unless Bishop is of colour to command Queening square. The 
opening of this game is well played by Mr. Staunton, but its latter 
stages are of very inferior quality. 



Sixth game of match between Staunton and Lowe; the former 
giving odds of Pawn and two moves. Remove, therefore, second 
player's K B P at starting. 



Lowe. 
L KP2 
2. Q P2 
3- QPl 

4. K B P2 

5. K B Q3 
a QB P2 
Z. K Kt B a 

8. Q Kt Q B 3 

9. Q K2 

liL KB Q B2 
LL K K B (b) 
12- K R P 1 
13. K KtP2 
U. K K Kt 2 
15, QB Q 2 
Ifi. QPXKP 
LL Q Kt Q R 4 
la. Q Kt X B 
19- Q Kt P 2 
20. Q R P 2 

2L K P X P 

22. QB P 1 

23. Kt Q4 



Staunton. 

Q Kt B 3 (a) 
Q KtK4 
Q Kt K B 2 
KPl 
KB QB4 
QPl 

K Kt K R 3 
K Kt K Kt 5 
KBB7 + 
K B Q Kt 3 
K Kt K R 3 
KRKB 
KKtP 1 
QBPl 

QB X P 
Q R P 1 

Q X Kt 
Castles Q R 
Q P I 

QB P X P 

QQB3 

B X K Kt P 



Lowe. 

24. KtX Q 

25. Kt X R 

26. K RK 
22. RK7 

28. B X Kt 

29. R X R P 

30. Q K K 
3L Q R K 5 

32. KRQ7 

33. Q Kt P X P 

34. K K B 2 

35. K R P 1 

36. K R X Q P 

37. K K 3 

38. P X Kt 

39. K to B 4 

40. K P 1 
4L R Q 6 

42. K X P 

43. K K 5 

44. B K Xt 5 

45. K P 1 wins 



Staunton. 

B X Q 

Kt X Kt 

BQB5 

K Kt K B 4 (c) 

P X B 

KtK3 

QPl 

K QKt 

QR P 1 

R K Kt + 

R Q B 

Kt X Q B P 

K Q6 + 

KtX R 
B Q Kt 6 
BQB7 
RK 

B X Q R P 
RKB + 

KQB 

R K 



(a) This mode of play is very dangerous, but what are you to do 
when you find yourself out-played alike in every opening ? , The truth 
is Mr. Staimton could no more give Mr. Lowe these odds than he 
could fly in the air. 

(b) In the preceding games of the match we find Mr. Lowe has dis- 
covered the exact force of his opponent, and is therefore indifferent 
about moving his King ; assured of his force and superiority having 
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Pawn. We iWMHNrdixig^ find him now playing with increased intrepi- 
dity ; driving up Pawns in good stylo against opposite King's position, 
while his dismayed opponent never gets a chance. Ncvorthelcps Mr. 
Stauntou never played slower, or more carefully, than throughout this 
match. 

(o) Might as well gire up at once ; as the game is yiitaally deionet. 



Sere&tli and last game of match between Messrs. Stannton and 
Lowe; the former ginng King's Bishop's Pawn and two moves. Of 
the seven games Mr. Lowe won four, lost only one, and drew two. 



1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8. 

9. 
10. 
11. 
12. 
13. 
14. 
15. 
IG. 
17. 
18. 
19. 
20. 
21. 
22. 
23. 
24. 



Mr. Lowe. 
KP2 
Q P2 
KBQ3 
QBPl 

P X P 
K Kt K 2 

Q Kt B :^ 



Staunton, 



K P 1 
QB P2 

PX P 

QKtB 3 

Q K R 5 (a) 
K B Q Kt 5 
Q B K H Mh)K Kt KR3 
Q B K Kt3 Q K R4 
Castles Castles 
QQB2 KKtKKt5(c) 
KKtKB4QKKt4 
KKtKB3QKR4 
QKtK2(d)KBK2 
Q R P 1 Q R P 1 

K P 1 Q Kt P 2 
KKtKB4QKR3 
K R P 1 K Kt P 2 
K Kt X K PQ X Kt 
BXKRP+K to R 
K R P X Kt Q X P (e) 
KBPi QK3 
KBK4(f) QQBd 
QXQ PXO 



Lowe. Staunton. 

25. Q P 1 KB QB4 + 

26. K to R KtQ5 

27. QBKB2(g)KtXKt 

28. B X B Q P 1 (h) 

29. B X P K R K B 5 (i) 

30. K Kt P 2 Kt K Kt 6+ 

31. Kto Kt 2 Kt X K B(k) 

32. K B 1 X Kt R X P + 

33. KKB3 li KR5 

34. KK3 KtoXt2 

35. K P 1 (1) Q R Q R 2 

36. KRB5 KtoKt3 

37. QRKKt KKtPl 

38. KRRB8 QBQ2(m) 

39. P X B Q R X P 
43. QB K5 Q R K2 

41. Q P moves(n)R X B 

42. Q P on K I? K R 6 + 

43. K Q 4 Q R Q Kt 4 

44. P Queens K R Q 6 + 

45. K X P R X Q 

46. R X R Q R X P 

47. K R X P +K K B 3, lost. 



(a) This sortie of Queen h prematnrp. The Knights and Bishops 
should generally be got out before her Majesty; but Mr. Staunton 
fiiuls giving Mr. Lowe Pawn and two hanlor work than the man of 
Tartarus rolling the rock up hill, and justly risks everything to open up 
a iresli class of positions. Mr. Lowe aii the while jogs on as cooi as 
Wenham Lake. 

(b) This move is a pincher. Observe how strong it makes the 

l)06iiion of Lowe's King next time. 

(c) Preventing your pushing K B P 2, but nevertheless of little 
worth. Better be disengaging Queen's Bishop. 

(d) What a force Lowe is massing round his King. 

(e) Has lost a second Pami, and not wtcoTsrod his Qneen's Bishop 
yet. 

(f) Lowe's every move showb u purpose, wanting ui thiij game in his 
opponent's opening. 
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(g) Again we must praise Mr. Lowo*s tactics. 

(h) In his hofeleu condition he can do no better, 

(i) GouM he only move twice mnnlng, this Rook wonld mate at R 5. 

(k) To take Rouk would be useless, and certainly inferior playj but 
his chance is out, as it has been all through the game. 

(1) Shuts off adverse Bishop. 

(m) Bishop makes his first move this gamo. He can take np no 
better aquaie, yonr advanced Pawn being fully his equivalent. 

(n) It were needless precaution to gnard Bishop. 



It is .right to state, tbati the foregoing, games au4 no^i^ 
thereto, hiave been talien from BelFa Life in London/* iff 
consequence of the reputation and impartiality of the Gen- 
tleman, conductiiig thot apartment of the p^pec 

I have not the honc^ of the aUghtest personal acquajptance 

with the Gentleman referred to^ and on]^ know him, aa bj^ii^^ 
the acknowledged first Chess Writer in Great Britain. 



toHnoif Printed for Charles Ollpin, 5, Bbhopsgate Without 
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